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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-4 and 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Vangal et al. (2004/0193733). 

3. As per claim 1 , Vangal et al. teaches a method for optimizing a network 
connection between a first device and a second device (^ 23), said first device 
comprising a first packet protocol and a second packet protocol (H 21), said first packet 
protocol comprising a connection setup portion, said second protocol comprising a data 
transfer portion (H 7), comprising: initiating said network connection from said first 
device to set second device using said first packet protocol (^ 27); receiving an 
acknowledgement from said second device (^ 43); and, initiating a data transfer 
between said first device and said second using said second packet protocol (^ 44). 

4. As per claim 2, Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said first packet protocol 
comprises a transport protocol (^ 21). 

5. As per claim 3, Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said first packet protocol 
comprises TCP (H 43). 
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6. As per claim 4, Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said first packet protocol 
comprises a transport protocol other than TCP (H 21). 

7. As per claim 6, Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said second packet 
protocol comprises a transport protocol (claim 30). 

8. As per claim 7, Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said second packet 
protocol comprises TCP (claim 30). 

9. As per claim 8, Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said second packet 
protocol comprises a transport protocol other than TCP (^ 21). 

1 0. As per claim 9, Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said first device 
comprises an integrated circuit, said integrated circuit comprises said second packet 
protocol (H 24). 

11. As per claim 10, Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said first device 
comprises a computer component card, said computer component card comprises said 
integrated circuit (H 23-24). 

12. As per claim 1 1 , Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said computer 
component card Is a PCI card (H 23-24). 

13. As per claim 12, Vangal et al. teaches a method, wherein said computer 
component card is a PCI-X card (^ 23-24). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following Is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

15. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vangal et 
al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Hayes (2003/0158906). Vangal et 
al. teaches the mentioned limitations of claim 1 above but fails to teach a method, 
wherein said first device comprises an operating system, said operating system 
comprises said first packet protocol. However, Hayes teaches a method, wherein said 
first device comprises an operating system, said operating system comprises said first 
packet protocol (see Hayes, H 98). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Vangal et al. to a method, wherein 
said first device comprises an operating system, said operating system comprises said 
first packet protocol in order to enable a host (12) to offload the most computationally 
intensive, memory bandwidth intensive and performance critical portions of the protocol 
processing task to an auxiliary processor (132) without requiring the auxiliary processor 
(132) to perform the full suite of functions necessary to perform a complete protocol 
processing offload (see Hayes, abstract). 

16. Claims 13-24 have similar limitations as to claims 1-12, therefore, they are being 
rejected under the same rationale. 



Conclusion 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. These references are: 

• Richter (2003/0099254) teaches systems and methods for interfacing 
asynchronous and non-asynchronous data media 

• Witkowski et al. (2003/0202520) teaches scalable switch fabric system and 
apparatus for computer networks 

• Boyd et al. (2004/0049774) teaches remote direct memory access enabled 
network interface controller switchover and switchback support 

• Bunton (7,010,607) teaches method for training a communication link 
between ports to correct for errors 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ranodhi Serrao whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7967. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30pm, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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